human-environment relationship. They did so both individually, in their work, and collectively, in founding a journal and an association -the American Society for
Environmental History, created in 1976. 2 Most of the original impetus came from what in the USA is called "Western history." That means the history of the US West, the region from the great plains to the Pacific coast -roughly half the country. US historians typically recognize two regions of the country as especially distinctive: the South, with its history of plantation slavery, and the West, with its history of conquest and displacement of Amerindian societies followed by frontier settlement by farmers, ranchers, and miners. The history of the West always included a strong emphasis on nature and the use of natural resources, partly because mining played such a large role in the region's history, partly because water was often scarce and so its use was contested, and partly because until about 1940 the West's economy remained centered on primary production of goods drawn directly from nature.
An extraordinary proportion of early environmental history in the USA was concerned with the concept of wilderness and the formation of national parks (the first of which were opened in the 1870s). Wilderness refers to lands, or ecosystems, that are wild, not managed or regulated. For some people it means pristine ecosystems, never modified by human action. It also has religious overtones, because the word is used more than 300 times in standard English-language translations of the Bible (several different Hebrew and Greek words become "wilderness" in English).
The obsession with parks and wilderness was linked to the zeitgeist of the 1970s. Millions of citizens objected to the ongoing development of western lands, the expansion of cities, irrigation schemes, energy infrastructure, roadways, and the attendant reduction in what they considered wilderness. Environmental historians sought to make their contributions to the preservation of wilderness by exploring its past, and the laws and politics that established parks in an earlier age of more attenuated. Third, whereas the first generation of environmental historians consisted of scholars already well into their careers who were drawn to environmental history mainly by their concerns for the environment, by the 1990s a new generation had arisen that came to environmental history as an academic subject, sometimes attracted to it for political reasons and sometimes not.
As US-based environmental history lost some of its initial political character, it acquired a more rigorous and academically respectable quality. This is not to say that the work of the first generation was not academically respectable; almost all of it was.
But a glance through the pages of the ASEH's journal will confirm that the work historians who use the concept prefer an Anthropocene that begins in the time period in which they happen to specialize.
Geologists may or may not formally adopt the Anthropocene as a unit. My prediction, based on several years as a member of the Anthropocene Working Group, is that they will not.
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But in any case, the Anthropocene of the humanists is immortal.
They do not need geologists to recognize the Anthropocene formally and will continue to use the term freely, with no fixed definition, for the indefinite future.
Many environmental historians will do so as well.
CURRENT TRENDS IN ENVIRONMENTAL HISTORY IN THE USA
Environmental historians in the USA have turned increasingly to a handful of subjects and methods previously little explored, partly in response to debates over the with the quantification that is central to social metabolism approaches. Given the prominence of urban environmental history within the US, and the suitability of social metabolism approaches to urban subjects, it is all the more remarkable that social metabolism studies have so little influence. I will, incautiously, predict that this will change in the next ten years. US-based environmental historians will, in this respect as with respect to interdisciplinary teamwork, come to resemble some of their European colleagues more.
But the future is impossible to know. Environmental history as practiced in the US, like all history, is written by people who are influenced by the events of their own times. The future of the environment will influence the future of the discipline of
